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"VOX POPULI OR A GRAPHIC VENTRILOQUIST? 1 
A CASE REPORT OF DISGUISED SIGNATURES." 
cMmcel c4Ca£leff and Jae^cm^^ J^^A 

Abstract: Several letters were received by a public commission in opposition to a petition that 
was before the commission. The petitioner asked the expert whether or not the 
signatures to these letters were written by one person. Evidence of disguise was 
overwhelming. Several factors indicated a common authorship. 

In a certain community, a group of people petitioned for a variance regarding a zoning 
regulation. Some people in the affected area were opposed to the granting of the variance. A 
hearing date was set for presentation by all interested people to the relevant commission that had 
the authority to grant or refuse the variance. 

Just prior to the date of the hearing, the commission received several letters opposing the 
granting of the variance. The attorney for the petitioner was stirred by the suspiciously similar 
general lay-out, as well as the manner of expression, used in the computer generated letters. 
Additionally, all of the signatures looked odd to him. He submitted the letters to the expert for 
examination, asking whether or not it could be determined that one person signed all the letters. 
After the expert conducted a preliminary examination, the following observations and opinions were 
reported: 

1 . The signatures had clues indicating disguised writing; 

2 . Because of the limitations of the photocopies, the expert could not prove that 
the signatures has not been made by the same person; 

3 . Conversely, one could not prove all the signatures were written by the same 
person, though reliable clues indicated that all of the signatures had been 
written by the same person; 

4. Access to and an examination of the originals was required for conclusive proof. 

Circumstances allowed access only to the photocopies of the suspicious letters and not the 
originals. The signatures would be central to the matter if they indicated the letters were authored 
and signed by the same person thus canceling "vox populi", the voice of the people, about the issue 
under consideration by the commission. 

Although limitations were observed and reported from the preliminary examination, the 
attorney asked the expert to make a written report and to prepare demonstrative exhibits for use in 
testimony before the commission. Exhibit 1 of the report is reproduced as Figure 1 which is an 
approximate 175% linear enlargement of the original signatures. 



2 "VOX POPULI OR A GRAPHIC VENTRILOQUIST? 

A CASE REPORT OF DISGUISED SIGNATURES." 
SSff cMateel C4ia/4et/ and Jfacquetiiw JFmepA 

The following are general clues to indicate disguised signatures and are summarized from 
Forgery: Detection and Defense 1 

"'Disguised writing is the willful modification of a person's natural writing for the purpose 
of concealing identity. 2 

a) Though letters of the alphabet are meant to be from different patterns they are shaped 
the same; and letters which ought to follow similar patterns are shaped differently. 

b) The same letter appears using obvious different patterns. 

c) Letters are retouched, not because they are illegible, but only with the result that they 
are given different shapes. 

d) The writing movement lacks flow, showing a sudden stop or a sudden feature 
change. 

e) The letters are written with a backhand or extremely righthand slant, then they 
change to a moderate slant and quickly back again. 

f) Letters are written either bigger or smaller then an abrupt change to their former size 
is observed. 



g) Block capital letters or print-like letters are written in a mechanical way. 

h) Starts and ends of strokes are blunt formations; especially indicated are periods 
showing where the pen rested as it started or stopped writing. 

i) The writing appears to have been slowly written including indications of hesitations 
wherever the writer apparently slowed to check on the making of the disguise." 



The problem of proof in this case would require a complex of such clues, and not a single 
clue occurrence. A single clue being used as decisive proof would be an anachronism and could be 
proven to be impossible if the document were authentic. However, even without examining the 
original documents for formal proof, the complex of clues could be so striking that one would be 
imprudent to believe the representations expressed in the document 



Matley, Marcel B. Forgery; Detection and Defense. A Guidebook for Legal Professionals. Handwriting 
Services of California, San Francisco, 1988. 

John J. Harris. Disguised Handwriting. Journal of Criminal Law, Criminology and Police Science, 685-9 
(Jan.-Feb., 1953) 



"VOX POPULI OR A GRAPHIC VENTRILOQUIST? 3 
A CASE REPORT OF DISGUISED SIGNATURES." 
cMmcel cMailey ami JfacyueSJtm JfmepA 

As a group, the seven signatures illustrated in Figure 1 indicate all of the nine clues to 
disguised writing listed above. Please note the letter designation of each clue corresponds to its 
occurrence. Not all occurrences are mentioned. 

a) Different letters written repeatedly should follow similar patterns, but do not: small "1" 
and "e" are both loops but not so in "Sylvia Jee:" the various ovals of "Donald Dragon" have varying 
slants, shapes and looping. 

b) The same letter follows different patterns: small "n's" of "Jacqueline O'Connor" as to 
number of humps in the "n;" the two"r's" of "Charles Meyers;" the "b's" of "Rob Garber." 

c) Retouching of letters which does not add to legibility: Our copies seem to show this in 
"Sylvia Jee" and "Rob Garber." A study of the originals is required for confirmation. 

d) Lack of flow: This was observed in all of the signatures, and is the primary indicator of 
suspicion. Would so many people, all of the same opinion on the same issue, write their signatures 
so slowly, skillfully and literately? This would indicate poor penmanship skills common to this 
group of writers. 

e) Altering slant: Every signature indicted this clue. Assuming one person wrote all of 
these signatures, it is a fair assumption that the person lacks both creative imagination and skill for 
consistency in execution. 

f) Abrupt alteration in size: Obvious alteration in size ratio was observed most notably in 
all signatures except the "Jacqueline O'ConneU" signature. 

g) Mechanical way of lettering: "Donald Dragon: is a classic illustration of a mechanical 
style of writing, particularly in the second capital "D." Not among the clues listed above is the 
choice of wording which is nearly preposterous. 

h) Blunt endings: Since toner build-up from photocopying can give the illusion of blunt 
strokes where in reality none exist, an examination of the original would verify this observation. 
The most prominent indication would be observed in the ending of "Rob Garber", all terminals in 
"Donald Dragon", and endings in "Charles Meyers". 

i) Slow writing with hesitations: This quality was exhibited in every signature. "Richard 
Trepan" gives the superficial appearance of a signature dashed off; however, the changes in slant, 
baseline and other features alerts us to the subtle alterations used during the writing act, resulting 
in hesitating and slowing the act of writing. 



4 "VOX POPULI OR A GRAPHIC VENTRILOQUIST? 

A CASE REPORT OF DISGUISED SIGNATURES." 
cMmeel c4(afley and Jacqueline- JosepA 

At the hearing, the commission appeared to be fairly unimpressed with the onslaught of such 
missives from the suspiciously appearing group of people. The focus was on the applicable laws 
and regulations concerning the zoning regulation variance requested by the petition. 

Then, the attorney for the petitioner addressed the commission. He presented the suspicious 
handwriting issue, and made available the expert testimony and exhibits illustrating a complex of 
clues to disguised signatures on all of the letters of opposition. The attorney also presented a report 
from an investigation that had been undertaken to verify the authenticity of the letters other than the 
clues of disguised signatures. The investigation reported that each return address was pursued with 
the result that each address was either non-existent or belonged to someone of a different name. 

The petitioner was granted the variance by the commission. 



"VOX POPULI OR A GRAPHIC VENTRILOQUIST? 
A CASE REPORT OF DISGUISED SIGNATURES." 
f/ly cMazcel c4Caiiet/ ami _ ^ac^uelme JfosepA 




>h Garber 




Jacqpefin O'Connelf 




WO 
Alien Hughesf / 





Charles Meyers t 



Sincerely, 




Donald Dragon 



Actual Size 
Figure 1 
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A CASE REPORT OF DISGUISED SIGNATURES." 




Figure 2 
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Sincerely, a a 

Jacqjjelin O'Connell 



SIrtcerely. 




Charles Meyers ^ 
Sincerely/ 




Donald Dragon 




Allen Hughe 



Figure 3 
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A CASE REPORT OF DISGUISED SIGNATURES." 
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CURRENT CONTACT INFORMATION 



FOR MARCEL B. MATLEY 



Since this publication was issued, certain changes were made in the means of 
communicating with and contacting me. The physical street address, 3092 Cesar 
Chavez St., San Francisco, CA 94110, remains the same as does the Postal Service 
mail box, PO Box 882401, San Francisco, CA 94188-2401. Please mail to the 
postal box number since it is a secure service. Local delivery is occasionally 
misplaced or put into the mail slot of the wrong house. 

My web site is www.handwritingexpertconsultant.com. 

My e-mail address is matley hwexprt @ aol . com. Please note AOL did not permit 
me to have the second "e" in "expert." I have no idea why. 

My office phone is 415-824-1330, and my fax is 415-824-0806. My cell number is 
415-753-2832. 

If I cannot assist you for any reason, I will endeavor to assist you in finding a 
reliable expert. 



